
 In the Supreme Court of the State of Alaska

Richard Green, on behalf of Un-
named Children 1-4, and Richard
Green
                                     Appellant, 

                  v.

Phoung Hoang Dinh, State of Alaska,
Department of Health & Social
Services, Office of Children’s Services
and Office of Public Advocacy,

                                     Appellees. 

Supreme Court Nos. S-18080/18149

Order

Richard Green,

                                     Appellant, 
                  v.

Phoung Hoang Dinh,

                                     Appellee.

Date of Order: October 28, 2021

Trial Court Case Nos. 3PA-20-00594/595/596/597/598CI

On October 18, 2021, Richard Green filed motions for extension of time

to file his opening brief and excerpt of record and to expand the record on appeal.  Also

on October 18, 2021, Mr. Green filed a supplement to his motion to expand the record

on appeal.  

On October 20, 2021, the State filed a non-opposition to Mr. Green’s

motion for extension of time, an opposition to Mr. Green’s motion to expand the record

on appeal, and a motion to strike Mr. Green’s attachment to his motion for extension of

time.  On October 20, 2021, Mr. Green filed an opposition to the motion to strike, an

affidavit in support of his motion for extension of time, and a motion to file a reply to the
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State’s opposition to the motion to expand the record on appeal along with the lodged

reply.  No opposition was filed to the motion to file a reply.  

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. Mr. Green’s unopposed motion for extension of time to file the

opening brief and excerpt of record is GRANTED, and the court is

granting Mr. Green some additional time beyond what was

requested in Mr. Green’s motion.  Mr. Green’s opening brief and

excerpt of record are now due on or before November 29, 2021.

2. The court agrees with the State that Mr. Green’s attachment to his

motion for extension of time isn’t relevant for consideration of the

motion, but the attachment was not considered when granting the

extension of time; therefore, the State’s motion to strike attachment

to the motion for extension of time is DENIED AS MOOT.

3. Mr. Green’s motion to file a reply to the State’s opposition to the

motion to expand the record on appeal is GRANTED.  

4. Mr. Green’s motion to expand the record on appeal is DENIED.  

 Entered at the direction of an individual justice.
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Clerk of the Appellate Courts

________________________________
Ryan Montgomery-Sythe, 
Chief Deputy Clerk
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